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Dear Ms* Deklcer, 1/24/76 

la October I leamad I have phlebitis* It lingers and severely roatricts 
what I can do* 

While in the, past l*d have welcomed time with your atudcnta, today it is 
impossible. I huvea't even cau^t up on filing of four months ago and have day-to- 
day woiHi: in which also getting behind* 

Iha hav« wrtttan um a courteous letter lii which tUy list cirht pointo of aaior 
interest* 

I doubt as they do that they • 11 feet anything from the FBI. 

I believe they will be able to gat more than they can uso from several of 
my books, which cite or reproduce sources, I also siV oest that they oiay have set 
their sights too hi^. I don't think they can. do Juistlce to all those topics. If 
you would convey these sugf^sstions to them I'd appreciate it* 

Conspiraoy ia not a question of theory but of fact. It means a oonbination to do 
wrong. If evidence establishes that more than one person was involved, whether or not 
one was Oswald, thin is proof of a conspiracy. This kind of theorizing has become 
popular but without an# solid basis of which I know for theorising responsibly about 
who the possible conspirators nay have been the studants may bo leading to a futility. 

I think they'll find their work more rewarding if they stick to fact, particularly 
because so much is available on some of the other items. 

Their items 1,2 and 7 are throu<^ly covered in slnplest form in Whitewash. 

I carried this further in Whitewash II, In tho recent Post Morten, which nuiy* bo a 
bit hoav;; for then, it could not be noro definitive. r:lo alone will give them more 
than theyiU.1 have tiiiu? to master. It abbunds In facsimile reproduction of thiaa kind 
of suppTGosed evidence* 

Item 3 le covered in the diapter on Oe-wald's Legal Ri^dita in White- 

wash, I can't now add substantially to it, 

I huvo not wr±tten about Ruby's trial and conviction, I know of four books 
on it, all p^lrti^an, all anglod, none short. I also have avoided it in ny own work. 

o»m opinion is that thojr, is notliing lin'ri.ng Oar./ald with the Id.],iing (/Jo, 5) 
However, I ad.lru^ wlutt tl:s floLJtiaaion claims does ia tho first two of the Whitewash 
^rius ani\, bulliatlcslly, 1 ji Post Kortem, There is a separata chanter on The Witne.sses 
U'o. o) ia Whltewaoh. All. tho bookn deni with this Idxd of tostimony. Thors are more 
eztensivd .itudlea of some of tlio Witnoaneis In Whitewash II. 

T/iere h^ been a recent outpouring oi tho most irreapoDsible writing, largely 
oi ooiuaerclal inspiratiun and almost without exception undependable, unoriginul or both, 
I would encourage them to steer away from this and just about every thiofij in the "al- 
ternative" press. Thess ripp off the mind, 

worry I can't be of moro help. However, I'm sura tliat if they anter what I've 
outliiied tliey'U bo ppoud and tliolt teacher will be at least satisfied. 

Sincerely, 


flciTold Weiaberg 


